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Art Unit: 2623 . 

DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed 10/13/2006 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

Claims 1-113 have been canceled. 
Applicant argues Fries "nowhere mentions that the video program is presented within a 
portion of a markup stream, much less in accordance with the size and location defined 
by a protocol, much less still a protocol file that is downloaded in response to selection 
of a link (claim 1 14)" (page 5, paragraph 3, page 6, paragraph 4). 

In response, this argument is respectfully traversed. Claim 114, does not claims 
the limitation "video program is presented within a portion of a markup stream... a 
protocol file is downloaded in response to selection of a link". Instead, claim 114 recites 
receiving a selection of a link, and in response to the selection, sending a protocol file to 
the TV system...". Therefore, these limitations is on the Fries' disclosure of receiving a 
selection of a link on the display, and in response to the selection of the link, sending 
protocol file (metadata and PSI data) to the source that provides the selected content 
that cause the selected content to display on the screen as discussed in the Office 
Action dated 9/14/2006, 



Application/Control Number: 09/835,300 Page 3 

Art Unit: 2623 

In response to Applicant argument "none of the relied portions of Zigmond et al. is it 
taught that a protocol file is sent to a TV system. Second,. ...is a "protocol profile", as 
discussed above the relied-upon portions simply do not teach anything about a location 
of a video layer within a markup language layer" (page 5, paragraph 2), the Examiner 
respectfully disagrees. The Examiner does not rely on Zigmond for the teaching of 
protocol is sent to a TV system. Fries already teaches this limitation. The Examiner 
relies on Zigmond for the teaching of protocol file includes a TV channel of the link and 
a size and location of a video layer within a markup language. layer. In particularly, 
Zigmond discloses HTML tags includes channel number, TV image width, TV image 
height, input source, z position, color, position, etc. of a television show layer within a 
HTML page content - see include, but is not limited to. col. 2, lines 4-22, col. 3, line 45- 
col. 4, line 37, col. 5, lines 43-57, col. 7, lines 45-62). Thus, Zigmond discloses the 
protocol file (interpreted as HTML protocol with tags) includes a TV channel of the link 
(interpreted as channel number) and a size (interpreted as TV image width, TV image 
height) and location (interpreted as position, z position) of a video layer (TV image) 
within a markup language layer (HTML). 

In response to Applicant's argument that the metadata and PSI data has nothing to do 
with the video link feature (bridge paragraph between page 5 and page 6), the Examiner 
respectfully disagrees. 

Fries discloses using metadata and PSI for the HTML pages and the links on the 
HTML pages (see include, but is not limited to, coL 6, line 35-col. 7, line 52, col. 9, line 
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42-col. 1 1 , line 58, col. 20, line 25-col. 25, line 35). Fries also discloses the link on the 
page also tunes the set top box to a video channel (see include, but is not limited to, col. 
18, lines 7-42). Thus, the metadata and PSI data are used for video link feature such as 
link to tunes to a video channel, or link to an image for display on the television, etc. 

Applicant's argument that col. 2, lines 30-38 discuss injecting video information into TV 
programming, with the video information representing Web page, not television VOD as 
claimed... (page 6, paragraph 2), the Examiner does not relies on Fries for teaching of 
video on demand; instead, as discussed in the Office Action dated 9/14/2006, page 5, 
the Examiner relies on Schumacher for the teaching of providing a list of video on 
demand using a web browser. 

In response to Applicant's argument that there is not apparent reason to send the 
protocol file to a TV system ..."protocol file" has used outside a TV system... (page 7, 
paragraph 2), the Examiner notes that claim 114 does not defined the location of a TV 
system. The claim merely claim using a TV system to present a user's Web's browser... 
and sending a protocol file to the TV system. Therefore, the claim "TV system" could be 
interpreted as any device related/involve in presentation a list of links to the user 
regardless of its location. 

For the reasons given above, rejections on claims 114-117 are maintained, and are 
analyzed as discussed below. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not Identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 114-117 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Fries (US 6,317,885) in view of Schumacher et al. (US 6,757.907) and Zigmond et al. 
(US 7,076,792). 

Regarding claim 1 14, Fries discloses a method for providing video program, comprising: 

using a TV system to present to a user's web Browser a list of links, each link 
corresponding to a respectively piece of television program (using TV system, including 
a set top box (28) and television 30) to present to a user's web Browser 62 pages such 
as program guide page comprises a list of links, each link on the program guide page 
corresponding to a respectively piece of video program - see including, but are not 
limited to, figures 1. 3, 6, col. 6, lines 35-65; col. 18, lines 6-22); 

receiving a selection of a link (e.g.. receiving a selection of a link to a television 
program - see including, but is not limited to, col. 18, lines 6-22); 
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Fries further discloses the page images have meta-data and PSI data associated 
therewith in the Transport stream (col. 22, lines 61-67). The meta data comprises the 
source ID, size, shape and position, etc. of the images (col. 22, line 61 -col. 30, line 65). 
In response to selection to link on the page (e.g. link to a video program), selection 
protocol file that contains meta-data and PSI data (size, source ID, channel, position, 
color, etc.) for displaying the video program corresponding to the selected link - see 
including, but are not limited to, col. 2, lines 30-38, 7, lines 7-52, col. 8, line 50-col. 1 1 , 
line 37, col. 18, lines 6-23, col. 19. lines 30-63, col. 22, line 61 -col. 23, line 15. Thus, 
protocol file (metadata and PSI data) is inherently sent to the TV system in response to 
the selection of a link on the page, the protocol file including a channel (ID source) and 
a size and location of the images corresponding to the video program associated with 
the selection so that the TV channel corresponding to video program associated to the 
link it tuned to and display a predetermined position on the screen (also see col. 7, lines 
35-52); 

Pries further discloses causing a channel tuner of the TV system to tune to the 
TV channel corresponding to the video program associated with the selection (causing 
channel tuner such as in band tuner 70 of the set top box to tune to the TV channel 
corresponding to the video program associated with the selected link - see including, 
but are not limited to, figure 3, col, 9. lines 40-50; col. 13. lines 57-64; col. 18, lines 7- 
22). Fries further discloses the Browser 62 displays program guide allows a user to link 
to a currently available program, add the program to a timer for timed viewing thereof, 
and/or prompt the user to purchase a pay per view event (col. 13, lines 58-64; col. 18, 
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lines 7-22). However, Fries does not specifically disclose providing video on demand 
wherein the list of links (in the program guide) is video on demand list, and the protocol 
file include a TV channel of the selected link and a size and location of a video layer 
within a markup language layer. 

Schumacher, in an analogous art, discloses providing a list of video on demand 
programs using a web browser, and the video on demand system 100 provides the 
selected video on demand program to user in respond to user selection of a link on the 
video on demand list (see including, but are not limited to, figures 1-4, 6, col. 2, line 47- 
col. 4, line 5, col. 5, lines 35-57). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Fries to use the 
teaching as taught by Schumacher in order to allow user to navigate and select a video 
on demand program for immediately delivery by selection of a link on the screen 
thereby improve convenience for users. However, Fries in view of Schumacher does not 
specifically disclose the protocol file includes a TV channel of the link and a size and 
location of a video layer within a markup language layer. 

Zigmond discloses the protocol file includes a TV channel of a link and a size and 
location of a video layer within a markup language layer (HTML tags includes channel 
number, TV image width, TV image height, input source, z position, color, position, etc. 
of a television show layer within a HTML page content - see including, but is. not limited 
to, col. 2, lines 4-22, col. 3, line 45-col. 4, line 37; col. 5, lines 43-57, col. 7, lines 45-62). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Fries in view of Schumacher to use the teaching as 
taught by Zigmond in order to transmit and display video image and HTML image to 
user as a single HTML page (col. 3, lines 3-67), thereby improve convenience to users. 

Regarding claim 115, Fries in view of Schumacher and Zigmond teaches the TV system 
as discussed in claim 114. Fries further disclose the TV system includes a set top box 
(STB 28, figures 1 ,3), the STB presenting to the user*s Web browser (62) the list of links 
(figures 3, 6-8, col. 6, lines 35-55, col. 13, lines 58-64). 

Regarding claim 116, Fries in view of Schumacher and Zigmond teaches the TV system 
as discussed in claim 114. Zigmond further discloses the home entertainment system 
provides Internet layer (for display HTML image, web content 220) and a video layer 
(e.g., for displaying video image 220) to the user's web browser (web browser for 
displaying HTML documents), the browser being directed to render a portion of the 
Internet layer transparent to establish a transparent Internet portion, the transparent 
Internet portion having a size and screen location specified in the protocol file, the video 
layer being presented in the transparent Internet portion (see including, but is not limited 
to, figures 2, 6, col, 3, lines 1-11, line 42-col. 4, line 49, col. 5, lines 9-67). Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify Fries in view of Schumacher to use the teaching as further taught by 
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Zigmond in order to allow user to simultaneously view the video content and Internet 
content on the same page. 

Regarding claim 117, the limitations of the system as claimed that correspond to the 
limitations of the method as claimed in claim 1 14 are analyzed as discussed in the 
rejection of claim 114. 

Fries further discloses set top box (28) and television 30 (figure 1 , 3. are 
interpreted as "a set top box" and "a display"; 

Browser (62) presenting pages including plurality of links - figures 3, 6, col. 13, 
lines 58-64) is interpreted as "a Web browser presenting images on the display; 

cable head end 22 (figures 1, 2) is interpreted as "a television head end". 

Conclusion 

4. . The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Bruck et al. (US 7,143,428) discloses concurrent viewing of a video programming 
and of text communications concerning the video programming. 

Gordon et al. (US 7,1 17.440) discloses method and apparatus for providing a 
menu structure for an interactive information distribution system. 
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Armstrong et al. (US 7,01 7,1 73) discloses system enabling user access to 
secondary content associated with a primary content stream. 

LaRocca et al. (US 6,578,201) discloses multimedia stream incorporating 
interactive support for multiple types of subscriber terminals. 

5. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Son P. Huynh whose telephone number is 571-272- 
7295. The examiner can normally be reached on 9:00 - 6:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Christopher S. Kelley can be reached on 571-272-7331 . The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Son P. Huynh December 23, 2006 
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SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 
TECHNOLOGY CENTER 2600 



